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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1 - 10 are pending for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being incomplete 
for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap between the steps. See 
MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted steps are: the pre-amble of claim 1 claimed a method of 
activating a process, but the body of the claim does not mention about the activating 
process. Either the pre-amble is inaccurate or the body of the claim is incomplete. 

4. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being incomplete 
for omitting essential elements, such omission amounting to a gap between the 
elements. See MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted elements are: the body of the claim 
does not support the pre-amble of the claim of a server computer. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 



5. 



35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



Application/Control Number: 09/890,536 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2194 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 6, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

a. Claim 6 merely recites a computer system comprising plug-ins and 
process. These components are software components, i.e., computer program 
per se. Such claimed matter, which is non-functional descriptive material per se, - 
is not statutory because it is not a physical "thing" nor a statutory process as 
there are not "act" being performed. Since a computer program is merely a set of 
instructions capable of being executed by a computer, the program itself is not a 
process, without the computer-readable medium needed to realize the 
computer's functionality. In contrast, a claimed computer-readable medium 
encoded with a computer program defines structural and functional 
interrelationships between the computer program and the medium which permit 
the computer program's functionality to be realized, and is thus mandatory. 

b. Claims 9 and 1 0 are dependent claims of claim 6 and not support the 
functional descriptive material for claim 6. They are rejected for the same reason 
as claim 6 above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over "The Common Object Request Broker: Architecture and Specification" 
(herein refers as Corba). 

8. Corba is IDS filed by applicant on 7/28/01 . 

9. As to claim 1 , Corba teaches a method of activating a process, comprising: 
Generating one or more first plug-ins (create portable object adapter (POA), 

9.2.3) each configured to activate (active state, 9.3.2. and 9.3.3) a target process (target 
objects); 

registering the first plug-ins with a second plug-in (an AdapterActivator object 
must registered with, 9.3.3, 9.3.4, and 9.3.2); 

Permanently storing information relating to each registered first plug-in (the POA 
is given a name, figure 9-2 and 9.2.3). 

Corba does not explicitly teach the step of registering is dynamic. However, 
Corba teaches the implementation is dynamic (9.6.1 1 and dynamic creation and 
invocation of request to objects, chapter 5). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to recognize that the dynamic implementation would include 
dynamic registering as one of processes during implementation because the registering 
would let the system know which objects exist. 

10. As to claim 2, Corba teaches storing a flag for each registered first plug-in 
(processing states, 9.3); activating the corresponding target process if the flag is set to a 
second state (active). 

11. As to claim 3, Corba teaches generating an exception to indicate that a target 
process is inactive when its flag is not set to the first state or second state 
(adapterinactive exception, 9.3.2 processing states). 

12. As to claim 4, Corba teaches providing a unique identifier for each target 
process (POA name, figure 9-2 and 9.2.3); and sending and receiving a message 
between the first and second plug-ins using the identifier (a request from the POA to an 
adapter activator delivered to that POA, 9.3.3). 

13. As to claim 5, Corba teaches the message includes information relating to a 
state change of the target processes, and wherein the state includes an activated state 
and a deactivated state (deactivate state, 9.3.2). 
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14. As to claim 6, this is the system claim of claim 1 . See rejection for claim 1 
above. 

15. As to claims 7-10, see rejection for claims 2-5 above. 



Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record but not relied upon request is considered to be 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Cavanaugh, US patent no. 6,516,354, demonstrating a CORBA system with 
portable server, portable object adapter. 

Chu et al., US patent no. 6,718,376, demonstrating a method for providing 
remote management using CORBA implemenation. 

17. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuong N. Hoang whose telephone number is 

(571 )272-3763. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00 am to 
5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on 571-272-3718. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 1 7-9 1 97 (toll-free). 



Ph 

March 14, 2006 




